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Response to Amendment 

In The interview of July 26, 2007, the examiner indicated that a new office action 
would be sent out to reject the limitation "selectively drivingly connecting the rotor 
element to one or more of the plurality of hydraulic pumps" (claims 66 and 82 line 10- 
12) As not being supported by the specification. The finality of the last office action has 
been withdrawn. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 66-82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because the 
specification, while being enabling for "a transmission element positioned between the 
rotor element and the plurality of hydraulic pumps for drivingly connecting the rotor 
element to one or more of the plurality of hydraulic pumps", does not reasonably provide 
enablement for "selectively drivingly connecting the rotor element to one or more of the 
plurality of hydraulic pumps" (claim 66 and 82 line 10-12). The specification does not 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make the invention commensurate in scope with these claims. 

The last paragraph of Page 12 of the substitute specification states that "Toothed 
belts,... gears... or the like may be used as the transmission element 22 in order to 
connect... the individual pumps 7 to the... rotor shaft 6... directly or with a step-up ratio 
which can be selected". This is understood to mean that the gear ratio can be chosen 
(i.e. 1:1 (direct) or a different ratio); but that there is no indication that the drive can be 
selectively disengaged (i.e. selectively drivingly connected). 
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Claims 68, 71/82, 73, 74, and 79-82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 82 line 16-18 "a plurality of loads each having a connecting means for 
connecting the plurality of generators and/or loads "is confusing, since the generators 
have not been claimed as loads. 

Claim 71/82 is confusing since it claims that the loads are generators and it 
appears that claim 82 also claims that the loads are generators. 

Claim 79 does not further limit claim 78, since it is clear from claim 66 that the 
rotor drives the pump and the pump drives a load, and it is clear from claim 70, that the 
load is a generator, meeting all the limitations of claim 79. 

In claim 80 line 1-2 "a plurality of wind machines each having" should be -the 
plurality of wind machines each have-, since the plurality was claimed in claim 69. In 
claim 80 line 3-4 "are connectable and drive a common generator" should be deleted, 
since it repeats the combination of limitations of claims 69 and 70. 

In claim 81 line 3-4 "a converter is connected to the generator by the common 
supply and return line" is wrong since the converter (14) is connected between the 
generator (16) and the common supply and return line (8, 9). The generator has no 
antecedent basis. 

Claims not specifically mentioned are indefinite, since they depend from one of 
the above claims. 

Double Patenting 

Applicant is advised that should claim 67 (or 70, if the indefiniteness of 82 is 
taken care of) be found allowable, claim 82 will be objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as 
being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two claims in an application are duplicates 
or else are so close in content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight 
difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being 
a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 66, 69, 70, 72 and 75-80, inasmuch as they are definite, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Parkins in view of Bea. Parkins 
discloses a wind power system comprising two or more wind machines (e.g. column 3 
line 19-23), each driving, through a transmission element (e.g. 20), a plurality of pumps 
(22), which are controlled, by selectively controllable check valves (30), as a function of 
power output levels (based on rotor speed, see e.g. fig 9); which drives a single 
generator (50); with a pressure equalization container (46) is between the pump and the 
generator; wherein rotor elements (11) are attached to a pylon attachment (14), which is 
rotatably attached (e.g. column 4 line 5-10) to a pylon (12); wherein the pumps are 
attached to the pylon; but does not disclose that the pumps are in the pylon attachment; 
or that the output line is passed through a coupling so its rotationally decoupled. 

Bea teaches, for a wind power system comprising a wind machine, driving a 
plurality of pump (e.g. 30, 31), which drives a generator (e.g. 8a); wherein rotor elements 
(38) are attached to a pylon attachment (11), which is rotatably attached (e.g. column 4 
line 5-10) to a pylon (14); that the pumps are in the pylon attachment and that the output 
line is passed through a coupling (73, column 5 line 52-6) so its rotationally decoupled. 

Since the locations of the pumps of Parkins and Bea are functionally equivalent 
in the wind power art, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
one having ordinary skill in the art to locate the pumps of Parkins in the pylon 
attachment, with the output line passed through a coupling so its rotationally decoupled, 
as taught by Bea, as a matter of engineering expediency. 

Claims 68, 71; and 67, 73, 74 and 82, inasmuch as they are definite, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Parkins in view of Bea, as applied to 
claim 69, 70; and 66, respectively, and further in view of Cros. The modified Parkins 
discloses all the elements of claims 67, 68, 71 , 73, 74 and 82; but does not disclose that 
the generator includes two or more generators, which are subdivided into different 
power levels, on a power output specific bases, via a control device, depending on 
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power emitted by the wind machines; that there is a controllable restriction element or 
controllable valve in a line for open or closed loop control or braking; 

Cros teaches, for a wind power system comprising two or more wind machines 
(e.g. 1a, 1b, 1c)), each driving a pump (3aa, 3b, 3c), which drives a generator (e.g. 8a); 
that the generator includes two or more generators (8a, 8b), which are subdivided into 
different power levels (e.g. column 13 line 52-56), on a power output specific bases, via 
a control device (268, fig 9), depending on power emitted by the wind machines; and 
that there is a controllable valve (12) in a line to another output device (9), for the 
purpose of controlling the output power. 

Since the modified Parkins and Cros are both from the same field of endeavor, 
the purpose disclosed by Cros would have been recognized in the pertinent art of 
Parkins. It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to include two or more generators in the wind power system of 
the modified Parkins, which are subdivided into different power levels, on a power 
output specific bases, via a control device, depending on power emitted by the wind 
machines; and to include a controllable valve in a line, to another output device, as 
taught by Cros, for the purpose of controlling the output power. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dan Lopez whose telephone number is 571-272-4821 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:00 AM -4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ed Look, can be reached on 571-272-4820. The fax number for this group is 
(703) 872-9306. Any inquiry of a general nature should be directed to the Help Desk, 
whose telephone number is 1-800-PTO-9199. 



Conclusion 
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